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-~ USACE Shut Out of WOTUS

Retired General Says Corps Excluded from Process

Todd Neeley, DTN Staff Reporter 9
4/27/2017 | 1:50 PM CDT

- OMAHA (DTN) -- The Army Corps of Engineers was shut out of the waters of the United States rule making process, even
though EPA indicated the WOTUS rule was drafted in a joint effort with the Corps, a retired major general told a U.S.
Senate Committee on Wednesday.

Retired Major General John Peabody, who was the deputy commanding general for Civil and Emergency Operations from
October 2013 through August 2015, said in written testimony to the U.S. Senate Environment and Public Works
Committee that the Corps of Engineers played virtually no role in drafting the WOTUS rule.

Current EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt announced in March the agency was prepared to consider a rewrite of the rule. In

§ addition, sometime this year the U.S. Supreme Court will consider whether the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
in Cincinnatiis the proper venue for the many lawsuits filed.

A former Corps of Engineers official told Congress In August 2015, 105 pages of Corps memos were released by the U.S. House of Representatives Oversight and

his agency had little input on the waters of the Government Reform Committee.

United States rule. (DTN Photo by Chris Clayton)

On Wednesday, Peabody spoke publicly for the first time about the drafting of the WOTUS rule.

"Beginning in November 2014, the Corps was marginalized from substantive participation in the rule-making process,' Peabody said in his written testimony.

"Specifically, in late November or early December 2014 Corps staff made me aware that we were no longer being invited to the rule-making meetings, and therefore our
involvement in developing the rule language had ceased. When | advised Ms. Darcy that Corps personnel were no longer being invited to rule meetings that were still being held,
she re-confirmed that this was contrary to her specific direction, and she emphasized that she wanted Corps experts at the meetings. Although | assumed this would resolve the
issue, notwithstanding her direction, nothing changed. | brought this up two or three more times in early 2015, but with no effect."

Ken Kopocis, former deputy assistant administrator for water at EPA when the rule was drafted, said in his written testimony the rule was a cooperative effort by both agencies.
Kopocis now serves as an associate professor at American University Washington College of Law in Washington, D.C.

In addition, Kopocis questioned the need to rewrite the rule.

"The Clean Water Rule was developed and issued by the two agencies to ensure that the nation's waters could continue to provide these essential benefits, making waters better
protected from pollution and destruction by having the scope of the Clean Water Act easier to understand, more predictable, and more consistent with the law and peer-
reviewed science," he said in written testimony.

"Unfortunately, the rule's benefits of clarity, predictability and consistency have been put on hold by the Sixth Circuit, but that will ultimately be resolved. | personally am very
aware of the controversy surrounding the scope of the Clean Water Act, but | also believe it is a disservice to the public that the current administration has indicated that it will
undertake a new rule-making to replace the clean water rule."

Peabody said EPA provided to the Corps a copy of the revised preamble to the rule for the first time in early March 2015. The next time the Corps saw the final draft, he said,
came after it was sent to the Office of Management and Budget in early April 2015.

That version of the rule "contained some statements we had not previously seen that were factually inaccurate, especially regarding the Corps,"' Peabody said.

"What was of greatest concern to me personally, and to the Corps senior leaders and staff with whom | discussed this issue at that time, was not that the Corps was excluded
from most of the process of developing the rule," he said.

"The more concerning issue was that the marginalization of the Corps had caused Corps' expertise, concerns and related recommendations -- founded on serious and significant
concerns with the viability of the rule from a factual, scientific, technical and legal basis -- to be so completely disregarded. Whenever we received periodic access to see updated
versions of the draft final rule text or preamble, the serious concerns the Corps had repeatedly communicated were left largely unaddressed."

The preamble to the final rule indicates the rulemaking was a joint effort of the EPA and the Corps. In addition, it says both agencies jointly reached "significant findings," and
that the agencies came to important conclusions based on their experience and expertise.
"These statements and characterizations are untrue,' Peabody said.

Corps staff raised a number of technical concerns about the final rule.

One of those concerns centered on a provision that says if lakes, ponds and wetlands are found to have a "significant nexus," or connection to waters regulated as jurisdictional
waters, the entire water body is jurisdictional. The final rule says waters will be regulated as long as a portion is located within the 100-year floodplain or within 4,000 feet of an
ordinary high-water mark or high-tide line.

When contacted by DTN regarding the release of the Corps' memos back in August 2015, an EPA spokesperson said the internal memos released showed what were typical
"internal, deliberative Army/Corps documents." Because of ongoing litigation, the Corps of Engineers declined comment at the time.

Todd Neeley can be reached at todd.neeley@dtn.com


https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/home
Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


Chuck Olson


https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/author?authorFullName=Todd%20Neeley
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/article/2017/04/27/peabody-says-corps-excluded-process#

Follow him on Twitter @toddneeleyDTN

(CZ/ES)

© Copyright 2017 DTN/The Progressive Farmer. All rights reserved.

ost Popular
Less Breeding Time, Higher Preg Rates

e lowa Lawmakers Push to Dismantle Leopold Center for Sustainable Agriculture
e President Praises "America's Noble Farming Tradition" at Farmer Roundtable
e Company CEO: lowa Fertilizer Plant Opening a 'Transformative Moment' for Ag Industry

e 'Tis the Season to Plant Corn, But What's Up With the Cheap Basis?

Todd Neeley

About the Author

Connect with Todd:

y @toddneeleyDTN

Privacy Policy | TermsofUse | © 2002-2017 DTN. All Rights Reserved. DTN is a registered trademark and the property of DTN. All other trademarks are the properties of their respective owners.


http://www.dtn.com/agriculture/legal/
http://www.dtn.com/agriculture/legal/
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/livestock/article/2017/04/10/less-breeding-time-higher-preg-rates-2
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/article/2017/04/19/iowa-lawmakers-push-dismantle-center
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/article/2017/04/25/president-praises-americas-noble
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/article/2017/04/20/company-ceo-iowa-fertilizer-plant-ag
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/perspectives/blogs/market-matters-blog/blog-post/2017/04/10/tis-season-plant-corn-cheap-basis
https://www.dtnpf.com/agriculture/web/ag/news/author?authorFullName=Todd+Neeley
https://twitter.com/toddneeleyDTN

